FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-G

PC-G1 PC-G3
From: Bgal00 [bgal00@yahoo.com] e
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2012 9:42 PM
To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments

Subject: 405 Fwy Expansion

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Dear Ms, Smita Deshpande,

I am writing to you as a concerned citizen of Rossmoor and a resident on Martha Ann Dr. 1
I have been made aware of a new project that includes adding up to 4 lanes to the 485 freeway

right behind my house. If Long Beach/LA County are not expanding the freeway what is the

benefit of the huge expansion in cur backyards?

Comment Sheet

P.,ase provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /

As it is the noise level is way toco high. The sound wall behind my house is inadequate, = tal Impact t (Draft EIREIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,
Current issues must be addressed first before any new projects should be considered. We just | e
received a new wall over the channel after a year without a wall. This new wall is not only 2 Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

a couple feet taller it is all concrete. Why didn't you replace the existing wall or build it - " " ? u itori
up using concrete block rather than a metal extension? [“| Monday, June 4, 2012 = Orange Coast Communily Coliege [:EThursda\_f. June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium
[j Wednesday, June §, 2012 — Westminster Community Center D'I'nursda;r..lune 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senior Centar
One very large concern I have is I heard you may take over some of our and possibly eminent
d in. Is this t d f th d I will 1 4 2

lomain., Is thi rue and for the recor will not allow 2 partial take over? 3 Name (First and Last): s

g — /:, £¢ 4 —
Best Regards, Crganization: !( Lc - f? =
,pn. 2] :/J

?;;:g::afi:a Ann Dr Seam—— // S ff-—- {'U {551 ”Idf (_{U'L ’L\ //Li'(”"‘\ {n/i ?.2?(7
Pheone Nl.l'llb-ci ﬂ)f('{ficx{’ 1]3@)4 |

L 2 4
Comments: )’/T-? //5 r“'rr‘"(/«\ 1 M _-’_{5‘ { kS ')I 4
é{“ ) *“ff <L r‘,‘{/, (54 ’/4 A éwt(i‘s '?L < ff_/u ’7£f(_/ A
PC.G2 Gud i tapy cases Cmga/m wa_tiorkers
ECh_(MEIg Zv;/(’cf Ghy fw{»er < /‘rom £
From: Jerry Galbreath [jkg5150@acl.com] I;'T/E_,{;'VUJ— [L < —:{0 a [ == ) 5? {w ;J F " D>~ 1
Sent: Tuesday, July 17,2012 9:10 AM T4 ' a di/ / )! Lem %
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments . -
Subject: 405/22/605 Construction ,I < j!'[’ = 4 P - (J
(c’/“‘-v oot 'ﬁf'l ad e P o 7/{» {’rmev . <J(x,
I am totally opposed to the widening of the 465/22 freeway through Seal Beach. The bottle ) - F_
neck at the north end of the 485 entering Long Beach would be a disaster. I also concur with _.ﬁiL’l'f._.,_.}_U 'b..s Qh reugng € (= { }1.—‘6 [
others that a toll road is out of the question. Why should citizens pay to drive on a . J l !
highway which is already supported by my tax dollars? It does not make sense, 1 [ Ceain " U — /
(Space for comments confinuad on revarse)

Jerry Galbreath

4424 Elder Ave.
Seal Beach, CA. 298740 ‘«'-%%
e-mail: jkg5156@anl.com {§3
& OCTA
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PC-G4 PC-G4 Translation
— Comment:
1405 Improvement Project T e e e e g 1

Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Enviranmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/E|S). Comments must be recelved by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

["] Meneay, Juns 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College E Thursday, Juna 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

Cﬁ Wednasday, June 6, 2012 - Westmineler Community Center DThum:'By. June 14, 2012 ~ Foualn Valley Senicr Canler
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(Space for comments continued on reverse)
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-G5 PC-G6

1-405 Improvement Project

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Public Hearing

Comment Sheet Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Repert / Please provide your g the 1-405 Imy Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Ei Impact (Draft EIRIEIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012, | Impact S {Dral’l EIR/EIS). Comments must be recaived by Calirans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

[] Manday, June 4, 2012 ~ Orange Cosst Community Collage [ ] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium [] Monday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coasl Communlly College  [[] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

Ow day, June G, 2012 - Westminster C: ity Center [ Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senior Canter [7] Wednesday, June 8, 2012 - Westminsher Community Genter [ | Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Fountain Vatley Senior Center
Name (First and Lasty /J" lex p—_-a b Name (First anc Lasnr?é_h _— N,‘?d it
Organization: 0[gar|znt o,
J ?J'* Loral ;\ﬂr"{h’ L_(-/, ——— . -
Address(Optional): ; , by 4§ y Addrass{Opllonal): - - e 7 o b
(035 Grfes §l, So £/ nd CA 97233 _ yessloptonal: 9. . é’?p /5982 Sk My (Bp. FE7E
Phene Number: Emai eddress: | Phene Number: . = Email address: v
(tas) 3/5-apay . ) 5374273 [T
" I 1 s | ; \|\
] . . Fee i . ) . J by ) ) 1/
Comments;___/ el o : fm}p{r— wedyle  ga v S Fring A Do 1 O ts: (f" > Yﬂ‘ls f—‘/ Wou! C‘{ creals f:,{ S gnar
. !
Comamin e, 1T aure _odigsthite  fristradeg | rEUE AN UE /f‘f o —/ e o 1{3:’ gerid cou At f

(Space for comments continued on reverse) (Space for comments continued on reverse)
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-G7 PC-G8

I1-405 Improvement Project

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Imp: Project Draft Environmental Impact Report / . 3 rding I = = i
Environmenta! Impact Statement (Draft EIRVEIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012, E_ﬁﬁ;enﬁ:z::g?ir::;cﬁo é?;?:r?wt:nrte{ggl:?IInEIEaEr;}?aﬁpﬁaﬁ?ﬁlsfﬁer;gggbr;}'clggllltrr:ﬁlﬂﬂﬁlalEf:rcl:::ﬁ?;z 2012

Comment Sheet

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Meeting Venue (please chack one of the fallowing): |

[ Menday, June 4, 2012 = Orange Coast Communily College [ Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium [] Manday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Gaast Gommunily Goflage [ Thray, dune 7, 2012  Rush Park Aditorium
W Ju 2012 ~ Wastminster Community Cenb | Thursday, June 1 = i i
[0 Wadnesday, June 5, 20 festminster unily Center  [_| Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senior Center [[] wednesday, June &, 2012 — Westminster Community Genter Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Centar
Name (F‘ustandj_m - .
Mame {First and Last):
e 9/ s ( N
cu,;;.mz;am;n."r < (‘ S avy ! Vﬂ (f-"\&_\"( = - OAJLH
f{/ ~ a7 D.C- .Y Cirganizabion:
Address{Optional): j\dd = iGpiond] S
[Phione Numbor: ¢ 5oz Emall acdréss: [' ?’ C_I nip (‘/r‘? 1‘7741 i/ﬂ; anh mlrd”rV; (L "’;? 0%
, e 2¥Y 7L | — s s
LTI -5 Y mm? gmailCop
i

Comments: _f—-_ﬂrp./ci«l-—-’(q_ &1 7*3:-& Yog Wéuf&i V&A,/Zj n
H(K'{? fi"i PENE-N-3 fr/‘a../¢(-- s {chm_. a/aré

Comments:_L _l Ul‘_lfl j_Jj ql_..h\i

e fomtoe g st 2 gy
_ trza e A b
L Tsa\ Lhit 1E0s I fara il Lk
YAy MG Do foudened JEy Zemff( /5
AoLRable dud ) Mattir when L i 1
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02804 (ates most %#m/e/esz Lree s
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(Space for comments continued on reverse) {Space for comments continued or reverse}
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-G8 Continued PC-G9

NOE A1 Teady Divn s len e/ ]
. ] i-405 Improvement Project
l?:v} vstmakes Qine, Public Hearing
— = = —_ N1
A Comment Sheet
[Fwill alse vt en + (mea Y0 Dl ol o corons g % npramert el s ool fpu e
I/f K’V Z. 4"1’ :(’1 ﬁl ' (’T)TL'JW A 1 4 -[1" l’L/\j Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
\J (_}(ﬂ/{ N !f/ﬂ }/ _/ (] Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College [ ] Thursday, June 7, 2012 ~ Rush Park Aucitorium

E] Wednesday, June 8, 2012 ~ Wesiminsier Community Center [:lThursday. June 14, 2042 — Fountain Valley Sealor Center

o o Name (F'i(slt and Last): ) ’(’(/)’?\;{7} ’/; /f 'r(‘/:h_

Organization:

- baber focal o5z
“Adaress(Optanal): N y - _ )
ot F J2pRHARD AVE  Coula gia Cei PO

| Email address:

i Phone Number:

i N 269 J2LFF

—

Comments, [ 47 & 1 —

Y SEM The m_@dﬂﬁwﬁdﬁgﬂ

— —

Please use another sheet if you need more space for your comments.

To submit completed comment sheets, please For more information on the
return to stafi member, place in the comment box 1-405 Improvement Project, please contact: e
or mail by July 2, 2012 to: Christina Byme, Cutreach Manager
Ms. Smita Deshpande . {714) 560-5717
Branch Chief — Caltrans District 12 waw.octa.net/405Improvement
“Atin: 405 DEIR-DEIS Comment Perlod" waw facebook, cam/d05Improvement (Space for comments continued on reverse)
2201 Dupoent Drive, Suite 200 -y
Irvine, CA 92612 ;,w 1'-. m
E
Responses may also be emailed to: ‘%@
A0S dedeomments, parsons@parsons.com L] OCTA
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-G10 PC-G11

I-405 Improvement Project

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Public Hearing

Comment Sheet Comment Sheet

Pleasc pmvldc- your comments regarding the 1-905 Improvement Project Draft Envirenmental Impact Report / Pleese pravide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report/
! Impact {Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012, Impact {Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
Ei Menday, Jure 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College ]:l Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium

D Meonday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Ceast Community College [ Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium
[ Wednesday, June B, 2012 — Westminster Community Center .C}T‘nulsdﬁ)’. June 14, 2012 ~ Fountain Valley Senior Center

D Wednesday, June 6, 2012 ~ Westminster Community Centar D‘humiay. June 14, 2042 - Fountain Vallay Seniar Center

Tame (First and Last): = o ] Hame (Fistend Lasty i
)(?h” 26 C/M 1% .ﬂ(l«am (——-«r-“‘*ﬁr-h'\ =
Organizalion: Organization: s C ) d
I & Resy )
Address{Dptional): HAddress(Optional):
Phione Number: - Ty § Email address: ber: =7 124 | Email address: ‘ il . <
223 LYG ?9 (o i Prione Muwier: "N H. . Sieref.- 0334 mata m_gs ﬁ',énm-«.-’:)m.ugmié@ m -4
n '“‘ e _\

| comments:,_ IO Helf Lal{ti1C. 1 1
| ]

Comments;__ 1 he Y5 nllu)mis lrnves  deaffic t"“‘-\['\-l;h._ }n‘n} 4
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-G12 PC-G13

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Comment Sheet

ding the [-405 I t Project Draft Environmental Impact Repart / Flease provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impast Report /
J Enviranmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Please provide your comments r
Environmental Impact Statement {Dra‘t EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no iater than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

7 Mondey, June 4, 2012 - Orangs Coast Communlty Callege  [] Thureday, Juna 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audlorium ] #onday, June 4, 2012 = Crange Coast Community College [ ] Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Audilorium

[: Wednesday, June B, 2012 — Westminsler Community Center [:lThursda',-. June 14, 2012 — Feuntain Valley Sanior Center D Waednasday, Juna 8, 2012 - Westminsier Community Centar DThursday, Juns 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senicr Centar

MiGEL  BhstElim

fandl 4 MName {First and Last): . .
| e FrstondTest: Seria AL Gaviala
Organlzation: Organizatiom
{Optional): Address{Oplional): ;
B 4873 Boual Palm Bud _
il address: [ Emall address:

Pl mker: mai ong Wumber:
"lEos) ot fsmwwrﬂzy_w__ (RAYBA-AT Home [T

Cell (W) HoI-5000

Commentsi___fledd S Mgre  Wr /& gn f:l"b-l-'w}f~35; Hﬁfﬂz.ﬁé/ﬂ_m.
Cors  fuSh ﬂf‘%r/h_ —

Comments: T “sul  ~Tha 4O  FReFWi-y ALD  TRPRIS
(7Y peD  AWD _THS  peopret will pageo € AT qRavic o 1
T THINK _ALBRIMAIE g B 15 {#E BesT sotubiod

I L

, ) (Space for comments continued on reverse)
(Epace for comments continued on reverss)
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PC-G14 PC-G16

From: mary lou garcia [minEYd5§@mS"-mm] From: Wgekler@aol.com [mailto:Wgekler@aol.com]

o i - el Sent: Friday, August 03, 2012 2:10 PM

Sgi:ject' wg:f:g?g 405 mvn;;‘;en To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments

’ Subject: Support for the Seal Beach 405 Extension Solution
To Whom it May Concern, N
Hi my name Is Mary Lou Garcia and | am a home owner in Seal Beach in Coliege Park East my house is located on To Super\risor Moorlach and to Caltrans/OCTA

Columbine St so this wall that you e - it .

would like to take down would have an impact on me. This wall is protecting my house from any chance of an accdent | agree with Aternative 1 or the Seal Beach version of Alternative 2. | absolutely

Dc"“-;_-lflng onl-. the fgcwav ?r;d not candchidienh flie b e thelr Bikes e with s . oppose Alternative 3. The taxpayers will eventually get stuck with the toll lane

i s et e S RITIEL FIH HIbk N made o >_ operation as they did on the 91 Fwy. This is just another defined benefit program

not making sense to me I would think that the city would take the safety of their community over a lane that would not in 1 except it is for the road builders and the taxpayer must pick up any shortfall.

reality help the traffic on the The second reason for opposing alternate 3 is that it does nothing to address the

: feel if lly took the time to see the benefit of this wall for all the / if thi : . ; :

e e 1ol s o L L3 T S et ofee ol i meccveiars-and I ks sy restricted flow on North 1-405 at the county line. It actually will make the congestion

to come and tell you that the wall is coming down. worse.

PLEASE LEAVE THE WALL ALONE _J Frankly, | am surprised that at a time of restricted growth we are pursuing any
alternative on the 73 to 605 widening of the 405. Traveling this segment yesterday in

THANK YOU off morning and evening rush hours suggests another solution - have the working

HARY LO GAREIA commuters change their start and finish times to allow lower volume at peak hours. |
did it for 20 years in my commute from Rossmoor to the OC Airport area. It was not a
deterrent to my work or my willingness to commute.

PC-G15 The | -405 is being promoted because it is a jobs generator but the alternatives other

than those by Seal Beach are wasteful and bad engineering design solutions.

From: Waekier@aol.com 'B[,Lb GGHBV

Sent: Friday, July 06, 2012 9:57 AM

Tg: Parsons, 405.dedcomments 562-431-0256 ) ) )

Subject: Comments on 405 IMprovement Project In a message dated 8/3/2012 11:29:11 A.M. Pacific Daylight Time,
John.Moorlach@ocgov.com writes:

Presently, | am opposed to the £05 Improvement project. | have heard nothing that convinces me The Honorable Michael Levitt, Mayor of Seal Beach, provides his perspectives on

that it will result in improvments in Northboud traffic flow since the bottle neck north of the WCC the San Diego (I-405) proposed expansion alternatives in this week’s Seal Beach Sun

project on the 405 will continue to exist. | have heard of no funding commitment to make 1 below. As his perspectives mirror mine, you may not need to send me another ¢-mail.

mproveme_nts tclthe :0 5 in Los Ang.]:IeIIsICcuniy ct_}nct‘:rrﬁr:‘l.:zr\:ig;lt_'he 435 ln";plr:wem::t ';dou?;]ge Besides, we're already getting “Alternative Four™ e-mails (and now we know why).

County. Without such improvements all| can see Is eve gestion at the north e e If his perspective does not match yours, then vou know what to do. However, if you

405 Improvement project and additional overload on the WCC. . A . . .
mp pro) are interested in following the good Mayor’s suggestion to contact a member or two

Furthermore use of toll express lanes is an unwise choice since their is no continuation of those lanes of the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) Board of Directors, they are

planned for the Los Angeles County segment. This will create backups on the Southbound 405 with listed below:
drivers without express lane apparatus all moving to the non-express lanes.
«Paul Glaab - Mayor of Laguna Niguel

Please do NOT commit to the 405 Improvement project until you have told the public what you plan to >— 2 +«Gregory T. Winterbottom - Public Member
do to address these concerns on the connection to the Los Angeles County portion of the 405. «Jerry Amante — Tustin City Councilman

1 note that the city of Seal Beach has expressed objections to the 405 improvement Project in the
Long Beach Press Telegram today, July 6, 2012. | add my voice to their concemns.

_

Bell Gekler,
Rossmoor Resident
3252 Quail RuwRoad

562-431-0256
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

PC-G16 Continued

+Patricia Bates — Orange County Supervisor, Fifth District
+Bill Campbell - Orange County Supervisor, Third District
+Carolyn V. Cavecche — Mayor of Orange

+Larry Crandall — Fountain Valley City Councilman

+William J. Dalton — Mayor of Garden Grove

+Lorri Galloway — Anaheim City Councilwoman

+Don Hansen — Mayor of Huntington Beach

+Michael Hennessey — Public Member

+Peter Herzog — Lake Forest City Councilman

+»John Moorlach — Chair of the Orange County Board of Supervisors
+Shawn Nelson — Orange County Supervisor, Fourth District
+Janet Nguyen — Orange County Supervisor, First District
+Miguel A. Pulido — Mayor of Santa Ana

S u n newspapers

Musings from the Mayor: You
need to comment on I-405
project:

Michael Levitt

Some of us are old enough to remember when the three-lane
Pasadena Freeway was opened, to great fanfare, State and local
officials declared it a marvel of engineering that would usher in a
new life of independence, We could travel anywhere, at any time,
as fast as the law would allow,

PC-G16 Continued

Many of us even remember when the San Diego Freeway didn't
reach San Diego. And, then, when it ﬁnaIIY did, officials assured us
that the “new"” Interstates 405 and 5 would be wide enough to
accommodate all the cars that would ever drive here.

Well, so much for the myopic freeway engineers of yesteryear!

Today, those engineers, or their sons and daughters, are back, and
they are once again planning changes for the 1-405, this time from
the 73 to the 605.

These changes will take the form of one of three alternatives.
Depending upon your personal point of view, and bank account,
these “improvements” can best be described as “helpful” or
“downright harmful.” But this time, you will have some control over
what form these changes will eventually take. As long as you take
the initiative

Here are the basics of the change options: Alternative One: add
one general-purpose lane in each direction. The current freeway
footprint will accommodate this expansion.

Alternative Two: Add two general Furpose lanes. This will require
pushing portions of the sound wall into College Park East, not a
good thing if you happen to live where 10 feet of your street’s
width will suddenly disappear, along with bike paths and parking
spaces.

Alternative Three. Add one regular lane, but then convert the
current carpool lane into a so-called Express lane -- in reality, a
toll lane that will cost the driver a-yet-undetermined amount of
money to use. And then add another toll lane right next to it.

Yes, you read that correctly: the free-to-use-with-a-passenger
carpool lane disappears, replaced by two toll lanes that you have
already paid for with your taxes, and will have to pay for again
every time you use it. (Oops, are my personal feelings showing?)
By the way, this alternative also requires shoving that soundwall
into College Park East.

Northbound, the Alternative Three toll lanes will end at the 605,
since the county of Los Angeles has no plans to expand the 405
anytime soon. (A conservative estimate is 15 years before their
freeway width will match our freeway width.)

If you typically drive solo, and never use a diamond or HOV lane,
and have gotten a bigger hike in your Social Security check than I
have, then you might not mind the convenience of being able to
pay to use one of the toll roads when driving south.

Otherwise, your choices are limited to Alternatives One and Two.
Personally, I like Alternative Two: since they are tearing up the

freeway anyway to add one lane, they might as well add two lanes
at the same time, almost for the same price, relatively speaking.
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PC-G16 Continued

But I don't like having the sound wall intrude into College Park
East.

The city of Seal Beach, working with cutside consultants, has
ﬁ'roduced some engineering options that would allow for the
eeway expansion without having to move the soundwall. City
staff, Councilman Miller and I presented these options to CalTrans,
OCTA and some of our State legislators last week in Sacramento.

It would be an understatement to say our engineering proposals
were welcomed by CalTrans less enthusiastically than a frothing
pitbull at a nursery school.

Oh, well, guess I need to give this some more thought.

But if you've made up YOUR mind, here's what you can do to let
“them” know how you feel.

According to OCTA, you may e-mail your choice of the three
alternatives, to 405dedcomments@Parsons.com.

Or, if you feel that putting pen to paper is still the most effective
way to communicate, send your comments to Smita Deshande at
CalTrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Dr., #200, Irvine, CA 92612.

However, I have a problem with these two agencies being the
recipients of your thoughts.

They both have vested interests in developing these freeway
“improvements.” CalTrans exists to build roadways; the biﬁger the
project, the more secure the employment. Same thing with the
Parsons Company. This is a highly respected international
corporation—that stands to make millions from this project.

Therefore, if your opinion is to not build at all—think of it as

I suppose it is possible that a response in favor of the biggest,
most expensive alternative just might make it to the top of the
pile, while yours gets buried.

Therefore, I am going to send my opinions to the Directors of the
OCTA Board. County Supervisor John Moorlach is my

representative, and yours, and is probably the most honest and
trustworthy elected official I know.

You may e-mail him with your opinions at: district2@ocgov.com.
‘em what you think, and why you think it.
the current Connectors project linking the diamond lanes of the

405, 605 and 22 freeways has already pushed your patience into

send you over the edge.

Alternative Four, or just build the least costly Alternative One, then

Where ever and however you express yourself, don't hold back; tell
You can even tell them you don‘t want any construction at all, that

the red zone, and any further disruption of the freeways is going to

PC-G16 Continued

Remember, these are your freeways. You‘ve paid for them.
You have a right to your opinion about how they do or do not get

developed!
Michael Levitt is the mayor of Seal Beach.

Bl Gekler
562-431-0256
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
PC-G17 PC-G17 Continued
SANDRA GENIS, PLANNING RESOURCES 1t is not clear if the DEIS/EIR is intended to serve as 2 program level or project level document. 2
1586 MYRTLEWOOD COSTA MESA, CA. 92626 PHONE/FAX (714) 754-0814 The DEIS/EIR completely fails to describe project level detail, let alone address project level

impacts in an adequate manner.
July 17, 2012 . _ o
The DEIS/EIR explains generally what is planned but is lacking in important informaticn
necessary for the lay person and decision makers to identify what would be occurring at a given
Jocation, let alone evaluate impacts at & project level. Only the barest program level information >_ 3
is provided in the body of the DEIS/EIR, with project plans buried in Appendix P to the
DEIS/EIR. Iiis only by examining those plans in Appendix P, that ome would become aware
that the proposed Euclid en-ramp would extend cver the Santa Ana River and adjacent to homes

Smita Deshpande, Branch Chief, : .
and a park in the City of Costa Mesa,

Caltrans-District 12, *Attn- 405 DEIR-DEIS Comment Period”
2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200,
Irvine, CA, 92612

1t is not clear where the project will occur within existing rights-of-way and where additional
rights- of-way will be needed. The DEIS/EIR indicates that additional right-of-way with up to 4
108 partial takes will be needed, but only a few of these are identified. Thus, one cannot even be >_

Via hand delivery and e-mail to: 405, dedcomments Parsons@parsons.com
? ons.com sure what homes or businesses will be affected or whether references to the edge of the right-of-
Subject: San Diego Freeway (1-405) Improvement Project DEIS/EIR. (State Clearinghouse No way in the discussions of sound walls and other issues in the DEIS/EIR indicate current or future
2009091001) right-of-way or whether and where the two are the same.
\ While the DEIS/EIR indicates that sound walls will be constructed and replaced at various

locations, these are not specified in the DEIS/EIR. One must review the separate Noise Study
Report (NSR) in orer to decipher what noise walls will be moved and what the height of the
walls will be. One must search through unnumbered page aller unbumbered page of the
appendices to the 918 page NSR, to see the specific location and height of any sound wall and
related details

Thank vou for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental inpact Report (DEIS/EIR) for the San Diego Freeway (1-405) Improvement
Project DEIS/EIR (State Clearinghouse No. 2009091001) located within Orange County. The
project entails the construction of additional lanes, bridges, on-ramps and other support elements
for what is currently the 1-405 Freeway as it traverses the cities of Costa Mesa, Fountain Valley,

Huntington Beach, Westminster, and Secel Beach. ) ) ) L ) »
> 1 It is only on page 45 of the NSR that one learns that the existing noise wall labeled S 649 wili be
relocated closer to homes. It is only on pdf page 140, that one actually sees the Alternative 1 > 5
sound wall location mapped for the homes along New Hampshire and Nevada. Sound wall
mapping for other alternatives is included in the ensuing eighty or so unnumbered pages.

The EIR is intended to provide environmental information to the above responsible agencies,
trusiee agencies, and other public agencies which may be required to grant approvals and
permits. It is not clear if the DEIS/EIR is intended to serve as a program level or project level
document. The DEIS/EIR completely fails te provide adequate project level information, let
alone address project level impacts in an adeguate manner, as discussed below. These comments
focus on the project as it relates to the City of Costa Mesa, but the general deficiencies noted

The sound walls are an important part of the project and will result in impacts in their own right.
Specific information regarding location and height of the sound walls must be included in the
body of the DEIS/EIR, along with an analysis of the impact of specific walls. The California

below permeate the fabric of the entire document. Y . 1 1 L 3 :

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires environmenta! documents to disclose potentially
i ipti significant environmental impacts of mitigation measures, which would include sound walls.

Ereletmoneten ™ ((%!:;QA Guidelines, § 15125.6 (a)(1)(D); Stevens v. City of Glendale (1981) 125 Cal App.3d

A vague or incomplete project description will render all further analyses and determinations 986.) <

ineffectual.  As stated in McQueen v. Board of Directors of the Mid-Peninsula Regional Open .

Space District (202 Cal App.3d 1136, 1143; 240 Cal Rptr. 439), “An accurate project Noise

description is necessary for an intelligent evaluation of potential environmental effecis of a L ; ; , ) .

proposed activity”. The NSR (p .45’ 110T 111) indicates that Irc:‘udence_s in Caslg Mesa wt]_i sustain a noise impact 6
without Feasible Noise Abatement. While the noise study in Appendix N to the DEIS/DEIR >—

Tn setting aside the approval of an EIR by the City of Los Angeles for water development > 2 shows noise information in a table for various locations, those locations are identified only be a

facilities in Inyo County, the court stated: “An accurate, stable and finite project deseription is numerical code, without reference to any specific map number which requires the reader to sift

the is the Sine qua non of an information and legally sufficient EIR” (County of Inyo v. City of _

Los Angeles (71 Cal App 3d 193) {139 Cal Rptr. 401]). A stable, complete, and accurate project

description is the most basic and important factor in preparing a lawful EIR It is the Page 2 of 5

denominator of the document and, thus, of the public’s and decision-maker’s review.

_/

Page 1 of 5
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-G17 Continued

through information included elsewhere in the appendices in order to have any sense of what is
happening where. There is no clear explanation in laymen’s terms as to what is actually going to
happen where.

It appears that noise wall will only be provided at Jocations immediately adjacent to residences

or other sensitive uses, as is currently the case. However, this creates an impact at the interface
between uses, where sound emanates into sensitive areas from areas not equipped with 2 sound

wall. For example, where the 1-405 crosses the Santa Ana River at the northerly edge of Costa

Mesa, there is no sound wall, although sound walls are provided at the location of the park
immediately south of the river and continue on adjacent to residents. Sound from the 1-405,

which is elevated above the river, is projected along the riverbed, at times echoing, and is

broadcast into the residential neighborhood and park. Sound walls must be provided for

protection of all homes and sensitive uses, whether or ot the wall itself” abuts the sensitive use. <

-

The $37,000 limit on cost for sound walls is perplexing. What is the basis for adopting that
limit? What studies were done prior to establishing that limit? According to the DEIS/EIR,
under Alternative 3, 75 million per year in tolls would be generated under that alternative. That
equates 1o $1.5 BILLION over twenty years, How can local communities then be told that they
must sustain impacts if the mitigation would cost more than $37,000? For example, a sound wall
to protect the La Quinta Inn would cost over $60,000 so it is deemed infeasible. What would be
the effects on the hotel? What would be the effects on the ability of the hotel to attract quality
patrons? The City of Costa Mesa and other communities along Harbor Boulevard have long
worked to limit illicit activities in the area. How would this be fostered by the proposed project?

The DEIS/EIR must examine noise and vibration during construction. During construction of
ramp improvement at Harbor Boulevard and the 1-405, sound and vibration emanated far into the
community, and construction noise was loud enough to be annoying as far away as Fairview
Park and Talbert Nature Reserve. Impacts to resources within these parks must be addressed.

Aesthetics/Visual Factors <

As the [-405 traverses the City of Costa Mesa, it passes Moon Park, Gisler Park, Shiffer Park,
and various residential neighborhoods, as shown in phetos of existing conditions in the
DEIS/EIR. In accordance with Section 15126.4(a)(1)(D) of the Guidelines for the
implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQAY), if & mitigation measure
would cause one or more significant effects in addition to those that would be caused by the
project as proposed, the effects of the mitigation measure shall be discussed but in less detail
than the significant effects of the project as proposed. Thus, this section must address aesthetic
impacts of any sound walls or sound barriers, including impacts to the areas identified above.

The DEIS/EIR includes photographs taken from various locations along the project route, but
provides rendered versions at enly a few locations, which are not typical of the surrounding
community. However, the photograph of “South Residential Landscape Unit” is a photograph
not of Costa Mesa’s residential areas or parks, but a photograph primarily of the cement Santa
Ana River Channel with only a tiny piece of Moon Park. The DEIS/EIR then goes on to dismiss
potential aesthetic impacts on the basis of the existing, unappealing visual quality of the area (p.

Page3 of 5
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3.1.7-37). Rendered photographs from each of the public parks mentioned above and from truly 8
residential areas must be provided.

Cumulative Impacts

Section 15355 of the Guidelines for the Implementation of CEQA defines a cumulative impact as
follows:

"Cumulative impacts” refers to two or more individual effects which, when
considered together, are considerable or which cempound or increase other
environmental impacis.

(&) The individual effects may be changes resulting from a single project ora
number of separate projects. ) .

(b) The cumulative impact from several projects is the change in the environment
which results from the incremental impact of the project when added to other
closely related past, present, and reasonably foreseeable probable future
projects [emphasis added]. Cumulative impacts can result from individually
minor but collectively significant projects taking place over a period of time 9

Over the years, the 1-405 has been progressively widened, ﬁs}ndting more and more traffic. Jtis
not enough to address impacts based only on existing cn_ndn_lons. Impacts must address the
cumulative impact that has occurred over decades resulting in a gradual degradation of the
surrounding environment. This is especially critical if environmental documents for previous
project increments may have under-cstimated impacts due to noise, air emissions or other
factors Cal Trans is reminded that “environmental damage ofien occurs incrementally” (Kings
County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990} 221 Cal App.3d 692

Clearly existing the sound levels at various residential loca_ti_ons as presented in the DEIS/EIR are
not typical of ordinary residential districts, but reflect unrpmg_atcd noise from the existing [-405.
It is not enough to mitigate the impact of the pending project increment. The DEIS/EIR must
examine the cupndative impact of the 1-405 over time, This must include all impacts since the
enactment of CEQA and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

Growth Inducing Impacts

The EIR must examine the growth inducing impacts of the project including continved reliance
on auto-oriented transportation systems.

10

Conclusion

As currently presented, the DEIS/EIR is inadequate to fulfill the purposes of NEPA or CEQA.

The document must be revised and re-circulated in accordance with Guidelines Section

15088.5(a) (4) in order that the public and decision makers may be fully informed of the impacts 11
of the proposed project. A key failing is the lack of a clear, complete project description

However, each of the issues discussed above is itself so basic that each must be addressed in

Page 4 of 5
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PC-G17 Continued PC-G18
2 = - - From: Thomas Gibbons [Thomas_Gibbons@rsconst com]

order for the document to be considered legally adequate and to provide decision makers and the Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2012 400 PM

public with the information needed to evaluate the proposed project and its impacts To: Parsons, 405 .dedcomments
Subject: 405 and Seal Beach Blvd

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. Please keep me informed regarding 11

the progress of this project, including but not limited to any hearings or release of additional All the mature trees at this interchange were removed. After the interchange is completed will Caltrans be planting

documentation. mature trees and what kind?

Yours truly,
Sandra L. Genis
PC-G19
From: lanainative @yahoo.com
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2012 6:51 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: 405 fwy and College Park East
To whom it may concern:
I am an original home owner (42 years) of College Park East and am very concerned about the
long term envircnmental impact on moving our sound wall. Almond Avenue is the longest street
in this track and is heavily used by moterists, pedestrians, etc. accessing 2 of our parks
and the many cul de sacs and streets that it intersects with. Moving the wall would take
away parking and the safety of all that use this busy street that has been landscaped for a
very long time. Not to mention the pollution that comes from the freeway to become far worst
and causing health issues. I urge you to work on finding a better solution that won't impact
the residents here and look at something with a lenger term solution.
Regards,
Gloria
Page 5 of 5
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PC-G20 PC-G21
From: Frank Godino [dpdental@pacbell.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2012 5:53 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Cc: Dana Point Chamber
H : 5 i ct
I-405 Improvement Project Attachments: Frak Godnond! —

P H bh ¢ Hearl ng | was asked by my Chamber of C ta on the impravement project. 1 would like to go with the fourth
option - nothing at the time. Last | checked we were having financial troubles that had to be rectified by across the board

Comment Sheet outs In all departments. If in fact our 2012-2013 budget is balanced, why don't we take a breather and bulld up some

reserves? | don't want to see another project with 3 guys supervising every one and massive overtime paid out, among

. . . : other things. !'m tired of irresponsible spending in this state starting with that bonehead in Sacramento and continuing on
Plca_m pravide your g the 1-405 Iy Project D_raﬂ Crvironmental Impacl Repcrll ! down. Now I'm nel saying | wouldn't like to spend less time in traffic, but for right now try and cool down the spending
Environmeantal impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be recaived by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012, everywhere - people will manage. Now if you would like to reduse the obscene union pensions and use that money, I'd

reconsider one of the other options.

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

[ Meaday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community Coflege ] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium Singerely,
G Wednesday, June 6, 2012 - Wesiminster Community Cenler [} Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senior Center
Frank Godine D.M.D.
MName (Firstand Lasl): - 34190 Pacific Coast Hwy.
VA avael Glesson Dana Point, CA 62629

“Grganization: 449-493-7004
T o - — . S — - »

oo 3020 E Yorha Vanden BWd ppt R (7 folovton (48,7283 wow DefraniGodino.com
Phene Nm\!f,? i Ermail addross: - ) www Danalliguelllental co

{ 117 0351680 gty oo ' Qfaiﬂhﬁgjwus\r.o&

conments_Y8ke fhe B05 Goy swd Mexe s towd of rbs | 1

i
Dot Please  \ek g \np,\g?‘.

(Space for comments continued or reverse)

£
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PC-G22 PC-G23
From: mark gole [mark.gole2@gmail.com] f———
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 7:06 AM =
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: Leave our wall alone
1-405 Improvement Project
My name is Mark Gole. I live at 3551 Almond ave. Scal Beach. Without the wall we have nothing to protect us. . .
You take 10 feet away from us and we loose our safety. I walk Almond almost every day, and 1 feel if that wall P Ubl ic Hea rin g
is moved it will cavse many safety concerns, It is hard enough living this close to the freeway, and vou want to
bring it closer. We already have to deal with the noice, and all the work being done for the next couple vears. 1 Comment Sheet
Our children will be at risk if this change is made It will also be a financial burden for a lot of people. You have '
plenty of space on the south side of the freeway to make your changes. This cannot happen, T will fight it every Please provide your comments regarding the 1405 Improvement Project Dra®t Environmental Impact Report/
step of the way. E ! Impact Stat (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Callrans no later than July 2, 2012,
i{I::;r(E]El‘e Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
E Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College I:] Thursdey, June ¥, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorivm
:l:hank You [} Wednesday, Juns 5, 2012 - Westminster Communiy Conter ] Thussday, dune 14, 2012 - Fountsin Vafey Seror Conter
Mark Gole W AT
| Mame {First an —
R Dirmon M. Comes . 1
e F el [
— éﬁ&ﬁcﬁ UNioN &52
ress{Optional): - - -
! 4 C — : e ;
M- £ _Bex f‘%f_f{e %:g Lo DLy CALE PR
Fhar H =mzil address:
(21 )74 - 7443 )
i’ i’ ,l' 7
Comments,___ | SASG @) L/;.? DU;‘ 1
e [ I
e B
—'-_-—‘_‘-‘h‘_-'_‘——-——.._— .....
(Space for comments continued on reverse}
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PC-G24 PC-G25

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet Comment Sheet

P id s rding the i Pl'easa ;u'mnda your commants regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Repart /
incn lyr:;;;o"‘u:m - {Bl‘aﬂ E!RJ’EILS‘:‘;}DGCanmcne;- muufge&?mwgﬁﬁﬁﬂEfeﬁgﬁﬁm 2012, Er | Impact (Draft EIREIS). Comments must be recsived by Galtrans no later than July 2, 2012,
Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
D Manday, Juna 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community Coliege D Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium [[] Menday, June 4, 2042 - Orange Coast Communily College [[] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium
[ Wednesday, June 8, 2012 - Westminster Community Gonter [ ] Thursday, Juns 14, 2012 ~ Fountain Valiay Seniar Center L] Wednasday, Juns 6, 2012 - Westminster Commanity Center [ Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valiey Senlor Center
Narne (First and Lact): . Mame (First and Last): & 25> o F ‘ |
_ G ey le. G apeRies A gj’ Za /% ____V e o I
Organizaiion: T Eral . %m e / ,4- g5 Aca/ 5
u Address{Cplional): Addeess{Optional): > /‘:// / . e, Y 2 gz
_ L908 fem vion) wliITi0e GO . Fpiar vy W Centond A% G B £28%
Fhone, N‘um’g | Emall acdrass: N Phone Number: 7/{/‘_' S%g 5’3’. | Email address: e @tﬁ‘:—/&‘-\ }//?"W . |
Sy 633 : 6 € oae adtéas 39 C.Lgl-Crm | S s .
—_
Comments; f/// z I f&r’?% /??f'f %‘}% Cepy gty r'o_,_?_r (,,(3/
1 /}’ fﬁé’hl/(ﬂ / éf /fj f’%;.é L//;ﬂq,mﬂ,//
—
(Space for comments continued on reverse) (Space for comments continued on reverse)
0¥ Thay,
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PC-G26 PC-G27

[-405 Improvement Project

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Comment Sheet
Please provide your g the [-405 lmp Project Draft Environmental Impact Report / Please p'nwde your commeants regarding the 1-408 Improvament Project Draft E!lwrmrnsnral Impact Report /
Envirenmental Impact Staterment ’Drai‘ EIRJEIS‘ Comments must be recaived by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012, rental Impact wt (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans ne later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following): Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[7] Monday, June 4, 2012 ~ Orange Coast Community College [] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditorium ] tienday, June 4, 2012 — Crenge Cosst Community College [[] Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorium
[] Wednesday, June B, 2012 - Westminsier Community Center E] Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fauntaln Valley Senlor Center

f/d’-qu do- (4o 2 e

[[] Wednasday, June 6, 2012 - Westminster Commurity Cenfer [ ] Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senlor Center

Hame (First and Ladt): T Mame (First end Last);
S cenahe éf” neabeg emsmmaszes S
Crganization: o C‘g‘iﬂiz;ﬁnn' i - !
C. Masens - 2 & L-«Jm [ 253 foihn e
Address(Optional):

ﬂddrass[Opbo»alJ -
I Ll DG Rt et m 120

Phone Number: . Email address: ] Fhone Number: Cmail address:
T 61606 2v-6543 | B bonyalesc @ ca 00 com - (91 5yE~si €]

Cor ts___Wox¢e Lanes wave r’Jf"Aq(S ALK AN 1 Comments: _ﬂl—ﬂﬂ /5 & /é/ 7:?/&/%‘ e Aieed L‘ 1
52:3{'(_./ Fofoere {W\.cl /ésc {f_':_v_hc -40 ol @ ([ Hiore quwdf

-
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PC-G28

PC-G29

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Commen% Sheet

Please provide your cemmenls regarding the 1-405 Improvemant Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Enviranmental impact Statameant {Drafl EIREIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later |r|;m'Ju[-,; 2 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

D Monday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Community College E Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditoriam

,: Wednssday, June B, 2012 - [ y Center EThl.‘rsciay. hma 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center

Mame (First and Last):

Sty Sonzaler
Lf’fm! (o 52 Labees

Crganization:

Address{Optional):

T ! Emoil address:

Phone N JH\RF:__’.;H_K;;I“-I-’},G‘T _; \%'C_)‘

Comments,_ 1t Svoid o2 ‘JJ:'\R\QQ- ) 'H\(ﬁf/ wall e lt’:‘ﬁ +epel I.OA\

with 1858 +RiTe \ess oeople wolld be ate DR WERK,

Rage WOl ZWae 30 (wise W 'ﬂ\(s__@h@\\f 10 C’l,?!i._@eﬂé\:i

A woth e Bs 1023 whien ey det Ao woRk hyotheR

000 ik oA 12 WARE A Yo Rowde work SR

Fag_0odS AR ON \WORKERS, _J

(Space for comments continued on reverse)

[-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Preject Draft Environmental impact Repart [
Environmental Impact Stetement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

[] Menday, June 4, 2012 ~ Orange Coast Community College Eﬂ Thuesday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditarium

[] Wednesday, June 8, 2012 - Westminster Community Center  [_] Thuisday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center

Name (First and Las): T

; J VA (/Iw,ﬁ [M_«
Organizatien: ;

,._.._}an aburs Ty
Address|Opticnal): ,

isY MM’Q@“H&E:__?@?Q&W o 04 4707
Phona Kumber : meall adoress:
CaAF91475> Cheen 211 @ Yidoo o

Comments:_J hS oo [mp et dadk J‘mg}fowrmvﬂ'r Tvaf b ‘-]\
nch . - gl

e .
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PC-G30 PC-G30 Translation

o — - Comment:

i-405 Improvement Project Because there is a lot of traffic and accidents.
Public Hearing

iy

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Imp it Project Draft En\..rironmar[ai Impact Report /
Envirenmenta! Impact Statement {Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012

Comment \Sh'eet

it

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[ monday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Cemmunity Gollege [ ] Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditordum

[[] wednesday, Juns 6, 2012 - Westminster Communlty Center  [] Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Vallay Serior Center

[Name (First and Lasty:

DETAL T ZALE S
IDl;arllzi\th- : .;.ﬁ.{’_‘ﬂ}' [— Ie f fo S S——
Address(Cplional): , 7 o, » i 3

(PO 9 W LoM BARY PR BB Asabecn) ¢ AL
i Fhone Number: 7[.‘1}(;8%{’9,‘? I’E l Emall address:

Comments: — S
P BRIVE AY -MUEHD TRAF/CO
MU CHrs AEEIPDENTES

(Space for comments continued on raverse)
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PC-G31

1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Plaase prthe YOUT ¢
tal Impact

g the 1-405 | t Project Craft Environmental Impact Repod /
(Draﬂ EII'UEISI Comments must be recaived by Cailtrans no iater than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
['] Konday, June 4, 2012 -- Orange Coast Community College m Thursday, June 7, 20M2 - Rush Park Auditorium
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PC-G33
From: Harvey Goodman [hgoodman@cge-intl.com]
Sent: Monday, July 08, 2012 12:36 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Ce: miller.sbecd @earthiink. net
Subject: Response to |-405 Improvement Project Draft EIR

To whom it may concern:

We've been College Park East residents for over 40 years, the original owners of a house that is in a cul-de-sac
that faces the sound wall on Almond Ave, boarding the freeway. Over this time we had pretty much gotten
used to the issues with the noise and dirt from the freeway. However, the recent major construction
associated with the West County Connectors Project over the past number of months that added lanes to the
freeway and removed the shrubbery and trees along the inside of the sound wall has perceptively increased
both the noise and dirt to a level that now negatively impacts our daily lives. Not able to stand in front of our
house and hold a conversation in a normal voice (noise) or having to dust almost hourly (dirt) or laying awake
every night unable to sleep {construction noise) are things we deal with on a daily basis. We have thus
experienced the impact of freeway widening first hand.

Mow, with the impending 1-405 [mprovement Project, we have to contend with the prospect of up to 5X
additional lanes as well as the possibility that the existing sound wall will be moved ten feet closer tc our
house. in reviewing the DEIS/EIR associated with this project, it is incomprehensible that the conclusion was
reached that air and noise pollution, visual/aesthetics and property values will not be adversely effected by
any of the three build alternatives. If we extrapolate the impact of the recent freeway expansion, at a
minimum (Alternative 1, the addition of cne lane in each direction), there will be increased noise and air
pollution resulting in a reduction in property value in College Park East. In the worst case (Alternative 3, three
additional lanes in each direction), noise and air pollution in the immediate vicinity of Almond Ave will become
intolerable.

The DEIS/EIR seems to have completely disregarded the issue of guality of life on a local basis. For example,
the following table is extracted from page 3.1.1-29 of the DEIS/EIR. Basically it presents the only response to
the issue of “quality of life”. It appears that the sole component of the enhancement of the quality of life
mentioned is the added capacity of the freeway system leading to reduced commute time. We do not see a
"Degradation to quality of life” section.

Applicable Goal, Policy, or Objective Consi A

Enhance the quality of life: Cons ggm OCTA and Calrans have developed an extensive
. . outreach effort to ensure that all potentially affected
-Promote coordinated transportation | ioqicions and their residents are informed of the planning
and and implementation process and overall project schecule. In
land use p|ann|ng addition, most of the proposed improvements would be
d - . constructed within the existing 1-405 ROW, which would assist
-Minimize community impacts in rnlnlmmng mu:m:ls o adjacent residences and businesses.
-Suppert economic growth

would add additional capadity
-Protect the environment

to the frnwﬂ system and reduce commute times. Reduced
commute times may facilitate land use planning, esoecially as
it relates to new resicential and commerdal land uses
because residents and shoppers may be artracted to these
locations due to increased mobility, This may have a
secondary effect of generating economic activity.

PC-G33 Continued

specifically addressing the benefits of added freeway capacity, numerous studies have found that freeway
expansion is often self-defeating: expansion simply generates more traffic. That is, even if traffic congestion is
initially shifted from local streets to a new or widened freeway, people will begin to run errands and commute
to more remote locations, Over time, the freeway and its environs become congested again as both the
average number and distance of trips increases. Simply put, in addition to normal traffic growth associated
with increases in car ownership and economic activity, the additional traffic will also be induced by the
presence of the new road itself.

Personal experience with the impact of freeway widening, most recently on 1-405 at the 1-10 and on the
Garden Grove Freeway from the 1-405 to the “Orange Crush”, reinforces the concept of induced demand.
Traffic congestion on these freeways is now actually worse than before the construction. Thus, the benefits
attributed to additional freeway capacity do not appear to be valid.

With regard to protecting the environment, no mention is made of increased noise and alr pollution in the
local residential areas, specifically, in our case, Seal Beach College Park East, caused by the “improvement”
project in the DEIS/EIR.

1 air pollution

The majority of studies show that health effects begin along roadways that carry 20,000 or more vehicles per
day (the area associated with this project estimates 300,000 to 500,000 vehicles per day!), and are strongest
for persons who live, work or go to school within about 300 yards from the edge of a freeway (my house is
now about 100 yards from the freeway and the projects calls for building lanes that would move the freeway
10 feet closer). It is also true that slower moving traffic emits more pollution than when cars move at freeway
speeds. Traffic jams are bad for our air. The effects of pollutants found in vehicle exhaust are significant for
people living in urban areas. These pollutants can impair lung function, especially in children and adults with
asthma, with a higher number of sufferers resulting in high-traffic urban areas.

Generalized (not localized) regional analysis led to the following results presented in the DEIS/EIR concerning
air poliution.

Alternative 1 emissions would be less thon existing and future no builld emissions. This decrease is due to higher

vehicle speeds under Al ive 1, which g iy result in lower emission rates. Therefore, Aiternative 1 would
result in @ beneficiol effect related to regional op ional emissions. [Page 3.2.6-24]
. a ! fonal emissi lysis was leted for all al howing that criteria pollutant

gmm-mns for all buﬂ'd' alternatives would be less than the future no-build conditions in yeors 2020 and 2040... [Page
3.2.6-26]

2The assumption that freeway traffic speeds would increase as a result of increased capacity is problematic. As
stated above, increased capacity usually does not result in decreased congestion. However, more importantly,
the addition of one to three lanes in the north bound 1-405 direction will no doubt create a traffic jam at the
Los Angeles county line since no freeway capacity increase is planned there for the foreseeable future. Simply,
the traffic will need to merge from the widened 1-405 freeway in Orange County to the not widened freeway
in LA County. Why did the planners completely disregard this in the analysis?

Noise Pollution

AN
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PC-G33 Continued

Traffic noise increases with higher freeway speeds, Traffic noise can affect the ability to work, learn, reD
relax, sleep, etc. Excessive noise can lead to mental and physical health problems. Based on the DEIS/EIR air
paollution analysis discussed above, higher speeds would result from the increased freeway capacity causing
lower emissions. How can this result, then, not therefore cause increased noise, as opposed to the statement

in the DEIS/EIR below?

[Pages 3.2.7-8, 3.2.7-19 & 3.2.7-31]
The praposed project would not cause a substantial noise increase fi.e., 12 dB).

In actuality, residents along the freeway in College Park East will get both higher air pollution nd higher noise
pollution as a result of the freeway expansion. In the Seal Beach College Park East freeway expansion area, the
modifications will result in south bound traffic from LA county having the freeway increase by up to 6 lanes
just past the 605 freeway (assuming the Alternative 3 solution) causing a corresponding increase in speed
{increased noise pollution} while the north bound traffic into LA county will have to merge down by up to 6
lanes causing stop and go traffic (increase in air pollution). Why did the planners completely disregard this in

<

Finally, aside from the above mentioned negative pollution aspects of adding additional lanes to the freeway,
the proposed move of the Almond Ave. sound wall 10 feet closer to my house will have both a huge negative
financial and aesthetic impact in spite of the following comment in the DEIS/EIR.

the analysis?

Visi e i

[Page 3.6-13]
Based upon the information and analysis above, direct or indirect cumulative impacts related to visual and aesthetic

resources are not onticipated to result, and no further analysis Is necessary and no additional measures are required.

Almond Avenue is the major thoroughfare into the south side of College Park East. Removing 10 feet from the
street width will basically eliminate the sidewalks and curb space on the street. How does this not have an
impact on the visual and s of our d?

Fars FAaa—

Finally, in case there is any doubt that our quality of life has taken a major negative downturn as a result of the
current 1-405 widening, We invite the 1-405 Improvement project team to our house to experience firsthand
what we are talking about. Since we are in a cul-de-sac with limited parking, please park on Almond Avenue
while you can, since, with ten feet removed to accommodate the new freeway sound wall for the 1405
Improvement, there will not be roadside parking available in the future, We will first stand in front of our
house and try to talk to each other in a normal voice. Notice the “For Sale” sign in the lawn that has been
there since the current widening project started. Prospective buyers want a $30,000 to 550,000 discount for
the proximity of our house to the freeway. We will then move inside my house where we cleaned no more
than an hour before your arrival. We will supply towels to wipe the chairs so as not to get your cloths dirty
from the freeway dust that has accumulated. Don’t mind the heat in the house but the windows will have to

be closed so we can hear our selves speak aver the freeway noise. .<

Realistically, we understand the pressures in the current economic environment to spend the $1.4 billion
allocated to this project. Politically it makes no sense to not spend the funds. However, we do expect an
honest assessment of the impact that this project will have on our neighborhood and our lives. Once these
issues are accurately addressed, measures can be taken to at least help alleviate the problems that are

> 6

—/ 7

—

PC-G33 Continued

caused. Creating a self-serving document such as the DEIS/EIR that totally ignores the negative aspects of the
project is just not right.

We lock farward to your response.

Harvey & Francine Goodman
3560 Carnation Circle

Seal Beach CA 90740

562 430-2398
hgoodman@cge-intl.com

March 2015
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PC-G35
PC-G34
. oodman@yahoo.com]
Sont: :qitnggfﬁ:[f{a}gmz 428 PM
i P , 405 dedcomments
June 26’ 2012 ;:i:jecl: i:ir]%olr::provemant Project
We’ve been College Park East residents for over 40 years, the original owners of a ) o 2 T
is i ¢ i ’ : 5 FWY Improvement Project which will do more O creale

pecty i Pt ol kool uas wll. Over fhis tite we have Lﬂrdns%}g;s;;c:ri ;‘;:OI do sup:]oprt expansion and improvement to public transit. We need to get out

pretty much gotten used to the issues with the noise and dirt from the freeway, of our cars.
ot ey s conoved the shrubbery and. o slong e e et Thank you for conducting these hearings. | regret that | am not able to atiend this Thursday's

to the freeway and removed the shrubbery and trees along the inside of the sound
wall has considerably increased both the noise and dirt to a level that is now 1
unacceptable,

meeting. Good luck.

Patricia Goodman
18531 Bentley Ln.
We recently had put our house up for sale and the majority of the potential buyers Huntington Beach, CA 92648
have stated that everything about the house is very favorable except the noise from
the freeway. Discounts of 5%-10% have been suggested to compensate for our
proximity to the freeway. We cannot accept a $35,000 to $70,000 reduction in

price and still cover our existing mortgage.

Now we face the possibility of removal of the sound wall for an extended period of
time while up to SIX lanes are added to the freeway. After that, it is planned that a >~ -
smaller wall is to be constructed that is ten feet closer to our home. This will cause
a financial, health and environmental disaster that will have a devastating effect of
our lives as well as the lives of our College Park East neighbors. —

The stated purpose of the project is “to improve travel conditions for work, =~
recreation, school, and commerce by increasing freeway capacity, improving
traffic and interchange operations, and enhancing road safety to meet state and
federal standards”.  In fact, it appears that there will be a negative impact on
traffic flow since the Los Angeles County line is only a few miles north of the arca

where the freeway will be expanded to 14 lanes, With no freeway expansion >‘ 3
planned past the LA County line in the foresecable future, the bottleneck travelling
north on the 405 will become horrendous, Considering that there will be a
negative effect on the lives of the residents as well as the real estate prices, it
appears that the only “benefit” of the project is that the OCTA will have
successfully spent over $1 billion that has been allocated for this project.

We hope that you consider the horrible impact this project will have on those of 4
use in College Park East,

Harvey & Francine Goodman

3560 Carnation Circle
Seal Beach, CA

March 2015
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PC-G36 PC-G37
I— From: john graham [jdg31@att.net]
Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2012 7:54 AM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments; Parsons, 405.dedcomments

I-405 Improvement Project o

. R I don't care for the north bound carpool lane. The yellow line restriction is too long from Fairview to Brookhurst

Pu bi IC H eari ng poing north. Tt causes rear endings in the #2 lane when people have a chance to get out of the carpool lane. 1

drive this almost everyday. 1 enter the 405N from the 55/73 north connector and | can't easily get into the
carpool lane. The bottleneck all the way up to Brookhurst makes drivers very annoyed and most don't want to
let you merge towards the carpool lane even if they see multiple occupants in your car. They stay very close o
other cars bumpers so you can't merge. You guys should have removed the carpool lane restriction in this region
and tried that out for a while before all this mess.
John Graham
Neeting Venue (please check one of the following): Costa Mesa, Ca.

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1405 Improvement Project Draft Envircnmental Impact Report /
Envire 1 impact (Draft EIR/EIZ). Comiments must be received by Caltrans no fater than July 2, 2012,

D Monday, Juna 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Cammunity Colizge D Thursdsy, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Audlotum

[ Wiednesday, June 8, 2012 ~ Westminster Community Center || Thursday, June 14, 2012 — Fountain Valley Senior Center
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PC-G38
From: Tom Graham [tgcal@sbcglobal net}
Sent: Wednesday, June 20, 2012 9:42 FM
To: Farsons, 405.dedcomments
Ce: eric.bever@costamesaca.gov, wendy leeca@costamesaca.gov,

gary. munahan@costamasaoa.gw slephan mensinger@costamesaca.gov,
Jjim.righei gov,; city g 1esaca.gov;
peier naghaw@oostamssaca gov

It seems the basic 405 improvement plan is based on fallacious traffic forecasts. The presentations we have seen
at Costa Mesa City Council during public hearings, and at the Orange Coast College public hearing

all indicate significant traffic increases by the years 2020 and on to 2040, This is the basic premise on which the
improvement plan was developed, and yet much available information indicates the traffic has been going down

and will continue to go down.

Our question is HOW DO YOU JUSTIFY THE SIGNIFICANT TRAFFIC INCREASE PROJECTIONS IN
THE IMPROVEMENT PLAN?

Consider the following:
POPULATION

According to the Center for Economic Research the Net Domestic Migration figure for California has been
going down since 1991 and as of 2009 the cumulative figure has reached more than negative 3.5 million.

BUSINESSES

In 2009, 51 companics moved some or all of their employees out of state, In 2010 the figure was 202, and in
2011 the number was 254.

These are just a couple examples of data that is available.

The population is leaving and the businesses arc leaving all because of the state political environment, and there
is no indication in sight that this political situation will change

—
\

The entiire 405 improvement plan is built on a house of cards.

Can anyone explain to me WHY THE TRAFFIC PROJECTIONS SHOULD HAVE ANY CREDIBILITY AT

PC-G39

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your g the 1-405 Imp Profect Draft Envirenmental Impact Report /
Environmental Impact Staterment [Dmﬂ EIR;EIS) Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue {please check one of the following):
f"'] Blonday, June 4, 2012 - (range Coast Community Colage D Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditerium

[[J Wednesday, June 6, 2012 — Westminster Community Center ] Thursday, June 1.4, 2012 = Fountain Valley Senlor Center

Name.(Flrsl and Last): ‘_1:]0 "D l\' ‘j-—au\ (-‘—s,!_ﬂ:\ o A a
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.ﬁddless(Opbc'lal]S(-,j? ITOR 6'__}:_ ﬂ"‘_)_,b'l. c:__:)q-j'ﬁ 'IQLN\ M b LO3

Phpne Number : Email address:
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I'd like to know.
Tom Graham - SR
1106 Redding Ave.
Costa mesa S
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1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Plzase pwvd!! your comments regarding the 1-405 Impi Project Draft Envircnmental Impact Report /
E Impact {EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
] Moneay, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Community College {7] Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditorium

] wednesday, June & 2012 - Westminster Communiity Genter ﬁ‘nm'soa-,r. June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center

Name (First and Last).
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I1-405 Improvement Project I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing Public Hearing
Comment Sheet Comment Sheet
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Envi Impact  (EIREIS). C must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012, = impact (Draft EIR/ELS). Comments must be received by Caltrans ne later than July 2, 2012,
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PC-G44 PC-G45
From: Guardi [yipyop2@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2012 4:15 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: 405 Expansion- Rossmoor Resident Response -
I-405 Improvement Project
We do not want this project to go forward. People need to try and live closer to their Public Heari ng
own schools and jobs, stop expecting freeways to be the answer. If this project N
continues and there are serious side effects to the residents, lawsuits will follow, 1 |]_i[| ) f
Comment Sheet

Thank you. Fleese provide your comments regarding the 1405 Improvement Project Draft En\.rl'mnrnmlal Impact Report /
Rossmoor Resident E Impact (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be received by Callrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

'— Monday, June 4, 2012 - Crange Coast Community College |: Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Fark Auditorium
{:| Wednesday, June 6, 2012 - Westminstar Commuaily Center DTnumda-;, dune 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Center
Nama (First and Lasl}:
2 2 faaidten
Crgarizalion: !
| Address{Cptional): =
Jut ot L At Senridm, 1 [
Phone Numbes: - alm Email address: ne—Ca #1225
Pigl ag NS ¥ 3 !
Comments,_@aye  fre o mulhy Frefedo Y e e Ol o TS
Frea Llrr
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PC-G45 Translation

Comment:

In favor, so there are more jobs and no traffic. 1

PC-G46

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Imp
E B

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

t Preject Draft Environmental Impact Report /

| impact Stat
| Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):

E Monday, June 4, 2012 — Orange Coast Communily College

D ‘Wednesday, June 8, 2012 — Westminster Community Center

t{Dzaft EIRMEIS). Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012

[] Thureday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Auditrium

[JThursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senior Centar

Name {First and Last): (2}1;9’24/,:7 (‘;‘:}; ,(.'é_?,?
Organizaticn: —
| T ecal 652
ras ORIy 15652 wi]loms $FIYL ARE ZoSh o, 92550
Phone Number : Email address:

(20%) K34~ 07 éy ]

Com menbs:_{?_;,’g}«z:t

™
— ('%7‘-)“(’ - _'e,{ J_"‘Q,E?f.ﬂ’ ':)‘ly f'LJ_,{(ﬂ

o £ 12350

Ul ’!)a-r- e ef f{;"*‘{f s be o beg- .
[M6S  dera Heo  wse o BB VyPES  hgfel ~— |t
AR Lin D \as EnmlS  fara fimer
T '-_y_—vanw ﬂ‘-z'j{)r —

s

®

"xrxm‘?

(Space for comments continued on reverse)

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

R1-PC-G-29

March 2015



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PC-G46 Translation PC-G47
Comment: I - T -
In favor, so traffic flows better in the future because there will be more traffic and we currently need a =
wider freeway with more lanes so traffic improves. 1 I-405 [m pl'ovement PrOJECt
Public Hearing
Comment Sheet
Please provide your comments regarding the |-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report /
Ern tal Impact {Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must ba received by Caltrans ro later than July 2, 2012,
feeting Venue (please check one of the following):
G Monday, June 4, 2012 = Crange Coast Community College E Thursday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Avditorium
[ wednesdsy, June 6, 2012 ~ Westminster Community Center [ Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Vallay Senior Center
Mame (First and Last): |
1 GorZedo C'-Inf/"-"“ "rz‘ |
| Organization: ]
L /(ﬁ)or f(’ﬁ:’.f (52
| Address{Cptional): = - — y
L2 CuremSey SA p7Hs Hrprn CH |
Phone Number: Email acdress:
Vi D FTE w7 E S
Comments: R )
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PC-G47 Translation PC-G48

Comment:

If you are not working, you are not helping maintain the economy. The traffic is increasing and only
worsening, this project would generate work and income for the city and the county.

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impast Repart /
Envire | Impact Stats t (Draft EIR/EIS), Comments must be received by Caltrans ne later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
ij Monday, June 4, 2012 - Orange Coasl Commuraly College D Thussday, June 7, 2012 — Rush Park Avditorium

G Wednesday, June 6, 2012 - Westminster Communify Center ﬂThursday, June 14, 2012 - Fouatain Valley Senior Center

MName {First and Lasth &_)W —(JL (e
I == =, et e
[ fon :
S e fencal (252
________ LA f/é*f{’w», Sontg sz 52557

Fhope Numbes : | Email addresa:
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PC-G49 PC-G49 Translation

— e Comment:
They have depleted their unemployment beneﬁ} 1

[1-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your e -405 1t Preject Draft Environments! Impact Report /
Environmental Impact Stalement {Dmﬂ EIRJEIS; Cmurcnts must be recaived by Caltrans ro later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[] Menday, June 4, 2012 = Orange Corst Community College [ Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audiorium

(] wednesday, June 6, 2012 — Westminster Commurity Center (] Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fauntain Valley Senicr Center
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PC-G50

I-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Plaase pmmde your comments regarding the I-405 Improvernent Project Dralt Environmental Impact Report /
E ! Impasct (Draft EIR/EIS), Comments must be received by Caltrans no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
[:| Monday, Juns 4, 2012 - Orange Coast Commurdty College D Thursday, June 7, 2012 - Rush Park Auditoriur

[[] Wednesday, June 6, 2012 ~ Westminster Communily Center || Thursday, June 14, 2012 - Fountain Valley Senicr Center

Z;u(l LEY

Wame (First and Last): )V” {?L)/E__z_ 'A,

Organization:

Address(Optional):

Phone NK:[;:/J//) 7(@_‘;___ a 7‘{33 | Email acdress:
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PC-G50 Translation

Comment:

It is necessary that this project starts because the 405 freeway is extremely congested and it is
necessary, in addition, it would generate jobs for a lot of people that are in need and the people that are
against this project should not stop progress.

PC-G51

From: Felix Guo [felix_guo@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2012 11:37 PM
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: i-405 Damage community

To

Ms. Smita Deshpande

Branch Chief ~Caltrans District 12
“Attn: 405 DEIR-DEIS Comment Period”
2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200

Irvine, CA 92612

Dear OCTD,

As in your EIR study, survey based on traffic volume through current 405 freeway has been peaked
at year 2010 and the traffic flow decline steadily. So there is definitely “no need for the 405 freeway
expansion”,

All the EIR data false prediction are based upon the following wrong assumption: * there will be more
housing build up arcund Irvine, great park and other south community”.

The expansion of freeway by county authority can only create more health problem from freeway
pollutant, created traffic jam in our local College Park East Almond Ave., reroute mare passing by
traffic through our already crowded Lampson Bivd.

Qur family and community in large are strongly against "any expansion option” of 405 freeway project.

College Park East resident
Felix and Lillian Guo and all family members
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PC-G52
From: Adalinda Gutierrez [adalindag@ca mm.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2012 8:06 PM
Parsons. 405.dedcomments

To:
Subject: Leave Our Wall Alone

My family lives in Seal Beach, College Park East.

Please leave our wall alone. We recently

purchased our dream home and we do not want the freeway inching it's way towards our home.

Flease find an alternative solution.

Thank You,
Adalinda Gutierrez

Sent from my iPhone

From: Adslinda Gutierrez {sd.ahndag@ca rr.comj
Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2072 8

To: Parsons, 405, dedcumrnents

Subject: Leave Our Wall Alone

Find an alternate solution! } 1

Thanks

Sent from my iPhone

From: Adalinda Gutierrez [adalindag@ca.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 8:09 FM

To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments

Subject: Leave Cur Wall Alone

we don't need or want the pollution, the noise, or the value of our homes depreciated because

of the freeway. Find an alternative and leave our wall alone.

Thanks

sent from my iPhane

From: Adalinda Gutierrez [adalindag@ca.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 12, 2012 8:10 PM

To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments

Subject: Leave Our Wall Alone

Please save our homes! !} 1

Thanks

Sent from my iPhone

From: Adalinda Gutierrez [adalindagi@ca.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2012 8:16 PM

Teo: Parsons, 405.dedcomments

Subject: Leave Qur Wall Alone

I have respiratory problems and the last thing I need is pollution from vehicles moving
cleser to my heme. My children enjoy playing at the park which I you move the wall will be
even closer to the freeway. Our children deserve a safe, nice place to play that is not
riddled with noise and pollution. Please find an alternative and leave our neighborhood

alone. I am quite sure that you can understand that we

purchased our home in this

neighborhood for a reason and do net wish to devalue our homes because of the freeway!

Thank you

Sent from my iPhone

PC-G57
From: Adalinda Gutierrez [adalindagig@ca.m.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 8:22 PM
Parsons, 405.dedcomments

To:
Subject: Leave the wall alone

Please leave our neighborhcod alone. The amount that yo
make that significant of a difference for the freeway.
alternative? The expense associated with expanding the
benefit. Please re consider and leave our neighborhood

sent from my iPhone

u want to widen the freeway will not
How is that even an economical
freeway probably will not cutweigh the
alone!
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PC-G58 PC-G61
From: Adalinda Gutierrez [adalindag@ca.rr.com] P e e —
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 8:52 PM |
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments
Subject: Leave our wall alone .
[-405 Improvement Project
We do not want the freeway closer te our homes. There are homes located on Almond 5t. They . .
will be heavily affected if the wall comes down and the freeway moves closer. } 1 PUbhc Hean ng
!
sent from my iPhone Comment Sheet |
Flease provide your comments regarcing the |-405 Improvement Project Draft Environmental Impact Repart £
Enviranmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS). Comments must be recaived by Caltrans no later than Juy 2, 2012,
Meeting Venue {please check one of the foellowing):
PC'G 59 K Monday, June £, 2012 - Orange Ceast Communily College [] Thursday, Jure 7, 2012 - Rush Park Audiorium |
[ wednesday, June 6, 2012 ~ Wesiminster Community Center [ Thursday, June 14, 2012 ~ Fountain Valley Senior Canter i
From: Adalinda Gutierrez [adalindag@ca rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 8:55 PM Name (First and Lﬂs@’.l_'z (7 ‘;1
To: Parsons, 405.dedcomments L D‘?G‘Maf[/__ =LTerre2
Subject: Leave our wall alone Organization:
Address(Opficnal):
Do not destroy the quality of life in our neighberhood. Leave the freeway and cur wall alone. - e PR -
1 Phone Mumber: / (5 / /‘\?’2 _|7§,4/;’__. ma:: akiress: %
Sent from my iPhone ! = S Ow‘ﬂf—?w:&ﬂl—l-&ymm—um
: )
Comments: -:”:"}'f fap s PR St / Ll . Lol e, v
o7 Loy . LA e # . s . ¥ i
fHE ey A gl pnd LSS i : //.._ bl _>
PC-G60 tl  he ar ke o
From: Jegle12@aocl.com - o
Sent: Sunday, June 03, 2012 9:18 AM
To: Parsons, 405 dedcomments
Subject; 405 Widening Project
I am a resident of College Park East in Seal Beach. I have read over the alternatives for the widening
project in my area. I am very concerned with the possible moving of the sound wall off of Almond
Avenue. I live in a cul-de-sac off of Almond Avenue and the freeway noise presently is tolerable. [ || -——77"7T7"7T""F7rmmm0m——————/——
Maving the sound wall and constructing a new one over time will not only put the freeway closer to
my home, but will cause excessive noise and more pollution. I feel the property value of my home >— 1 .
will diminish being even closer to the freeway. (Space for comments centinued on reverse)
I urge the Project Development Team and the OCTA Board to recommend keeping the existing sound fa“”"‘“*-%
wall in place and implement a different alternative to widening the freeway without moving the sound ;? %
wall. N@p?d
_J e ocTA
Sincerely,
Lisa Gutierrez e — —
Callege Park East Resident
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PC-G62

7/1/2012

Supervisor John Moorlach:

I am writing you as a resident of College Park East, Seal Beach for sixteen years. |
am writing you concerning the [ 405 improvement project

I am aware that measure M passed with a majority of the vote needed to putitin
place. However, | am very concerned with the expansion of th: 407 fre. v would
affect my community.

I would prefer that there would be no expansion of the freeway. Since measure “M”
passed, [ would only be in favor of alternative 1 which would give one general-
purpose lane in each direction from Euclid to the I 605 freeways.

I would like some questions regarding the sound wall to be addressed.

The first is that Almond Street is designated as a Tsunami evacuation and flood
route. If you were to make it a one way, how is the evacuation path affected and

what is the mitigation route proposed?

I would also like to address the wall itself. The current wall is eighteen feet high and
has withstood the test of time because of the excellent construction. I have seen
current sound wall off current freeways that don’t compare to our wall. If the wall
needs to be moved would it be replaced with the current type of wall that we have

in place?

[ would also like to know if you realize that there are two existing parks would be
affected. One is at Astor Street and the other at Oleander Street. Children and adults
use the park or play and exercise. All individuals would be exposed to more carbon
monoxide and emissions. This can lead to many serious health problems for all that

live in our community.

I would also like you to make an assessment of the appreciation and or depreciation
of homes on that street or parallel and perpendicular five hundred feet east of
Almond Street. If the sound wall is built comparing values of today’s market to
completion of the sound wall five and ten years after it is built

The population of California is continuing to increase each year. We can’t keep
adding lanes to our existing freeways as a solution to the problem. In the future, I
see the need for a better Mass Transportation System that would include more fuel
efficient busses, a bullet train, and /and a monorail that goes from San Diego to
Sacramento. 1 feel Mass Transit improvements would be better for our communities

PC-G62 Continued

and would be better for the air we breathe and a better alternative for the noise
pollution that would accompany the freeway expansion.

As a registered voter, [ urge you to reexamine the expansion of Measure M (405)
freeway in Orange County. I do not see that this plan would help solve any problem
since there is no plan in place to expand the freeways in the Los Angles Area. The
new expanded lanes would feed into the existing overcrowded Los Angles area
freeways. [ hope you take the time to hear the "voices of rage” in our local

community.

Sincerely,
Beth M. Guzman

' ?,iz/f/ J7%

< 556 Elder Avenu
Seal Beach CA 90740

%ﬁ e
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PC-G63

[-405 Improvement Project
Public Hearing

Comment Sheet

Please provide your comments regarding the 1-405 Imp Project Draft Environmental impact Repart /
Environmentat impact Statament {Draft bIRFiS) Comments must be recelved by Caltrens no later than July 2, 2012,

Meeting Venue (please check one of the following):
E Monday, June 4, 2012 - Oranga Coast Community College E—| Thursday, June 7, 2042 - Rush Park Auditorivm

D Wednesday, June 6, 2012 - Westminster Community Center mT.‘wmda','. June 14, 2012 - Fountain Vallay Sanior Center
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-G

Response to Comment Letter PC-G1

Comment PC-G1-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Comment PC-G1-2

Future predicted peak-hour traffic noise levels along Martha Ann Drive are expected to rise from
zero to 1-dB for any of the alternatives. For this project, soundwalls are only eligible for
reconstruction and replacement in-kind when an existing soundwall must be removed, relocated,
and replaced in-kind along the project alignment where space is needed for the proposed
project’s additional lanes or required safety features. Please see Common Response — Noise/
Noise Analysis.

Comment PC-G1-3

Acquisition of the property located at 12705 Martha Ann Drive in Rossmoor is not required for
the project.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G2

Comment PC-G2-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

We acknowledge your comments about the proposed project. With respect to a potential
bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common Response — Traffic Flow at the
Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. With respect to the Express Lanes in Alternative 3,
there is no requirement for any motorist to use them. The Express Lanes provide a choice for
motorists who need a reliable travel time in the corridor and are willing to pay a toll for it.

March 2015 R1-PC-G-38 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

With respect to the question regarding tolling and tax dollar support as double taxation, please
see Common Response — Opposition to Tolling.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G3

Comment PC-G3-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G4

Comentario PC-G4-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacion de la autopista de San
Diego (1-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccidn de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G4

Comment PC-G4-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G5

Comment PC-G5-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G6

Comment PC-G6-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G7

Comment PC-G7-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G8

Comment PC-G8-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G9

Comment PC-G9-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G10

Comment PC-G10-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G11

Comment PC-G11-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G12

Comment PC-G12-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G13

Comment PC-G13-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G14

Comment PC-G14-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G15

Comment PC-G15-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Comment PC-G15-2

The Draft EIR/EIS, page 3.1.6-96, presents analysis of the anticipated operations on 1-405 in the
transition areas where the Express Lanes start and end. Table 3.1.6-17 of the Draft EIR/EIS
summarizes the operations anticipated in these transition areas. On 1-405 southbound in the area
of the Los Angeles County line (labeled as “I-405 — 1-605 to San Gabriel” in Table 3.1.6-17),
LOS F operating conditions are anticipated during peak hours under both the No Build
Alternative and Alternative 3 because the volumes expected in the corridor are anticipated to
exceed capacity. The additional GP lane proposed in Alternative 3, starting near the 1-605
southbound entrance ramp, would improve traffic flow, but it is not anticipated to eliminate
peak-period congestion.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G16

Comment PC-G16-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. See Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Comment PC-G16-2

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Comment PC-G16-3

A TSM/TDM alternative that includes TDM techniques, such as staggered work hours, is
included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.3. This alternative does not satisfy the purpose and
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need of the project, but some TSM/TDM elements are included in each of the build alternatives,
as described in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 2-17.

Comment PC-G16-4

The purpose of the project is to provide throughput for forecasted traffic to the year 2040. Please
see Common Response — Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G17

Comment PC-G17-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Comment PC-G17-2

The project description complies with Caltrans and FHWA policies and CEQA and NEPA
requirements. The EIR/EIS is intended to serve as a project-level document.

Comment PC-G17-3

The EIR/EIS has been prepared consistent with Caltrans and FHWA policies and CEQA and
NEPA requirements. Project plans for a project of this size are typically included as an appendix
to the environmental document. Appendix P, Project Plans, is referred to throughout the EIR/EIS
to assist the reader.

The proposed Euclid Street southbound 1-405 on-ramp from Ellis Avenue is discussed and
shown in several sections within the EIR/EIS.

In Section 2.2.1, Common Design Features of the Build Alternatives, it states that the “Euclid
Street/Ellis Avenue interchange would be improved with construction of a new southbound 1-405
on-ramp from eastbound Ellis Avenue.”

In Section 3.1.1.4.1, Affected Environment, it states that “the Santa Ana River Trail crosses
underneath the 1-405 mainline in Costa Mesa and under the proposed Euclid Street southbound
I-405 on-ramp from Ellis Avenue.”

Figure 3.1.1-6: Location of Santa Ana River Trail, in Section 3.1.1.4.2, Environmental
Consequences, shows the proposed Euclid Street southbound 1-405 on-ramp from Ellis Avenue.
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In Section 3.1.7.2, Affected Environment, the proposed Euclid Street southbound 1-405 on-ramp
from Ellis Avenue over the Santa Ana River is described as having “the potential to create a spot
location within the corridor where there would be new lighting; however, potential ramp lighting
spill-over can be minimized using cut-off fixtures and shielding to block light trespass into the
neighborhood and Moon Park. Based on this analysis, no substantial impact is anticipated by any
of the three alternatives under consideration.”

In Section 3.1.7.3, Environmental Consequences, the proposed Euclid Street southbound 1-405
on-ramp from Ellis Avenue is discussed within the Key Viewpoint #15 Analysis. A pre- and
post-construction view simulation of the proposed feature is also provided (Figure 3.1.7-10). The
analysis concludes that “while the new bridge across the river adds a new element to the
viewshed, the existing view has such a high degree of encroachment of unaesthetic elements that
the addition of the bridge is unlikely to further degrade the view substantially. The overall visual
quality would likely drop slightly but remain within the moderately low category, while the
viewer response would be moderate given the exposure time and sensitivity of the bikeway
users. The overall visual impact within the view is anticipated to be moderately low. This
summary is shown in Table 3.1.7-2.”

The Euclid Street southbound 1-405 on-ramp from Ellis Avenue piers that would be located in
the Santa Ana River are accounted for in the 0.01-acre of permanent impacts shown in Table
3.3.2-2: Temporary Impacts and Permanent Loss by Alternative within the BSA. This permanent
impact area is also shown in Appendix O2 through O7 of the EIR/EIS.

Comment PC-G17-4

Section 3.1.4.2.3, Environmental Consequences, discusses the acquisitions of properties required
for the project. No homes would be displaced, and no relocation of residences would be required
with the implementation of the build alternatives.

Properties identified for partial acquisitions are identified in the Community Impact Assessment
(see Parsons 2011a, Appendix A) and Final EIR/EIS, Appendix T.

The build alternatives would all require full acquisition of the properties where Sports Authority,
Days Inn, and Fountain Valley Skating Center are located, along with partial acquisition of the
property where Boomers is located, on the south side of 1-405 between Magnolia Street and
Warner Avenue, as discussed in Section 3.1.4.2.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS. OCTA and Caltrans have
developed design options for all of the alternatives that would remove the braided ramps between
Warner Avenue and Magnolia Street on the north and/or south sides of 1-405. If the design
option for removal of the ramps on the south side of 1-405 is incorporated into the Preferred
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Alternative, no acquisition or relocation of any these properties would be required. Please see
Common Response — Impacts to Businesses.

Comment PC-G17-5

The Noise Study Report shows the impact analysis and identifies feasible abatement. The Noise
Abatement Decision Report determines the reasonableness of the feasible traffic noise abatement
measures presented in the Noise Study Report. Before a reasonableness determination can be
made, feasibility — providing at least a 5-dB traffic noise reduction — must be achieved for at
least one frequent outdoor use area. In the Draft EIR/EIS, Section 3.2.7, Noise, outlines the
details of the recommended traffic noise abatement measures from the Noise Abatement
Decision Report and includes detailed information regarding soundwalls and their heights. The
noise tables in Appendix N — Noise Information have been updated to correspond to the
recommended abatement shown in the figures also within Appendix N. A summary of the
soundwalls is found in the following tables in Appendix N, Noise Information:

e Appendix N3: Alternative 1 Reasonableness Analysis Summary and Recommended
Soundwall Locations, Table 1 — Noise Abatement Information (Alt-1)

e Appendix N4: Alternative 2 Reasonableness Analysis Summary and Recommended
Soundwall Locations, Table 2 — Noise Abatement Information (Alt-2)

e Appendix N5: Alternative 3 Reasonableness Analysis Summary and Recommended
Soundwall Locations, Table 3 — Noise Abatement Information (Alt-3)

A traffic noise impact would occur under CEQA if ground-level noise-sensitive land uses would
experience a predicted traffic noise level that would be substantially higher than existing levels.
An increase of 5 dB was considered substantial for this project. Noise impacts under CEQA are
discussed in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIR/EIS.

Comment PC-G17-6

Representative frequent outdoor use areas along 1-405 are identified by “R” followed by the
segment number and a site-specific number. These site-specific numbers are used in the text,
tables showing noise analysis, and figures showing the project vicinity, as well as soundwalls.
The address and other relevant information of each number are included in Appendix B of the
Noise Study Report. Including the address of each point every time that point is mentioned in the
text or table will make the text and table more complicated and difficult to follow.

Soundwalls are recommended in accordance with Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol,
which specifies that soundwalls must reduce traffic noise levels by at least 5 dB at the impacted
noise-sensitive areas. The Noise Study Report identifies heights and lengths required to provide
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the feasible abatement of 5 dB. Areas that are not specified to be noise sensitive are usually not
included behind soundwalls unless they are in close proximity to noise-sensitive areas. Gaps in
the soundwalls and lower soundwall heights for these areas are only considered where it is not
detrimental to the goal of providing feasible traffic noise abatement to noise-sensitive areas.
Areas next to the freeway will still be exposed to some traffic noise coming from the top of the
soundwalls or from the end points of the soundwalls. The goal of noise abatement measures is to
reduce the future traffic noise by at least 5 dB for areas that are exposed to the traffic noise levels
that are approaching or exceeding Caltrans/FHWA NAC.

Comment PC-G17-7

Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol defines the procedure for assessing reasonableness of
noise barriers from a cost perspective. A cost-per-residence allowance is calculated for each
benefited residence (i.e., residences that receive at least 5 dB of noise reduction from a noise
barrier). Caltrans’ published 2009 base allowance of $31,000 was used for this project.
Additional allowance dollars are added to the base allowance based on absolute noise levels, the
increase in noise levels resulting from the project, achievable noise reduction, and the date of
building construction in the area. Total allowances are calculated by multiplying the cost-per-
residence by the number of benefited residences.

The soundwall that was considered in front of the La Quinta Inn was to provide traffic noise
abatement for the pool area, which is currently impacted by the traffic noise and would continue
to be impacted in the future. It was concluded that this soundwall would not be reasonable (cost
effective). Predicted traffic noise inside the hotel rooms facing the freeway would not approach
or exceed Caltrans NAC. Please see Response to Comment GL1-19 for a detailed explanation of
soundwalls associated with the La Quinta Inn. Please also see Common Response — Noise/Noise
Analysis. Mitigation Measure NOI-04, which specifies that the contractor needs to develop a
construction noise and vibration monitoring and mitigation plan once details of the construction
activities and phases are finalized, has been added to the environmental document. Implementing
proper mitigation measures would minimize or eliminate construction-related noise and vibration
impacts. Parks along 1-405 that would be impacted by the future traffic noise have been
evaluated, and whenever impacts are identified, required abatement measures have been
identified.

Comment PC-G17-8

Visual impacts are discussed in Section 3.1.7.3 of the Final EIR/EIS. Elements, such as
replacement structures, new retaining walls, and soundwalls, would be a permanent change to the
elements within the existing viewsheds along the corridor, including some areas where visual
impacts were determined to be Moderately High, as described for Viewpoints 17A and 17B.
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With the implementation of Mitigation Measures VIS-1 through VIS-21, the potential adverse
effects of the build alternatives on the visual character and quality of the project surroundings
would be minimized.

For the discussion of visual quality within each landscape unit, it is important to remember that
these are general evaluations for the unit as a whole. Specific locations within the unit may have
higher or lower visual quality than the average. In the discussion of key viewpoints, visual
quality is assessed for specific views, and these may differ from the average, or general, visual
quality rating because that rating only considers a specific location within the landscape unit.

The project is assessed from stationary locations, as well as from dynamic viewpoints such as
vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists; however, because it is not possible to analyze every possible
view within the project area, the FHWA analysis methodology recommends selecting many key
viewpoints that represent the potential visual effects of the project and the viewers’ experience.
A key viewpoint is a representative, typical, characteristic, and clear perception of project
elements to the primary viewer group. Additionally, key viewpoints are areas seen to and from
the roadway, viewpoints that clearly display the visual effects of the proposed project. The key
viewpoints include a representation of all critical visual elements of the proposed project and
viewer group types.

The residential area in question is protected from the freeway by a large soundwall that
effectively blocks views from the neighborhood into the freeway corridor. One of the few places
within this neighborhood that is not visually separated from the freeway is the Santa Ana River
Trail and the trail’s connection with Moon Park; therefore, this view (Key Viewpoint #15) was
chosen to represent the neighborhood because it addresses that portion of the neighborhood not
currently screened, as well as a public park and trail that serves this neighborhood.

The Visual Impact Assessment was prepared in accordance with Caltrans and FHWA policy and
guidelines. No additional renderings or analysis are necessary.

Comment PC-G17-9

The cumulative effects analysis in Section 3.6 of the Final EIR/EIS utilizes the Caltrans 8-step
process for the preparation of cumulative impact analysis. The 8-step process incorporates the
requirements identified in Section 15355 of the CEQA Guidelines and 40 CFR, Section 1508.7
of the CEQ Regulations. The past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects utilized in the
cumulative effects analysis are summarized in Table 3.6-1. Note that the cumulative traffic
analysis accounted for all projects listed in the Central Orange County Corridor MIS up to the
year 2035.

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R1-PC-G-47 March 2015



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

As discussed in Section 3.2.7 and as shown in Appendix N1, noise levels associated with the
build alternatives are almost always lower than those reported for the future no-build conditions.
It should also be noted that the noise analysis is conservative in its assumptions and utilizes a
worst-case scenario, as discussed in Section 3.2.7. Although operation of the build alternatives
would increase noise levels over the existing condition, the noise levels are less than the future
noise conditions without the project.

It should also be noted that the existing condition of the corridor and resources within the
corridor represents all of the cumulative effects of all past projects, and there is no requirement
for the cumulative analysis to specifically address cumulative effects since the enactments of
CEQA and NEPA.

Comment PC-G17-10

Section 3.1.2 of the Draft EIR/EIS covers induced growth. Anticipated growth in the region is
reflected in the forecast traffic demand based on the OCTAM use of forecasts to 2035 of
population and employment data identified on page 3.1.2-1 of the Draft EIR/EIS. On page
3.1.2-9, the conclusion is stated that “the proposed project would have no substantial potential
for stimulating the location, rate, timing, or amount of growth locally or regionally.” In part, this
is because communities within the study area are almost entirely built out or contain few large,
undeveloped parcels. It is not anticipated that the proposed alternatives would induce substantial
traffic.

Comment PC-G17-11

The Final EIR/EIS was prepared in accordance with Caltrans and FHWA policy and guidance.
The Final EIR/EIS has been through a rigorous legal sufficiency review and is in compliance
with both CEQA and NEPA. See response to Comment GL1-1. The Final EIR/EIS includes a
complete and detailed project description. A Supplemental Traffic Study has been prepared and a
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS prepared and circulated covering potential traffic impacts in Los
Angeles County. The analysis and measures presented in the Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are
included in Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G18

Comment PC-G18-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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There is a 2-year plant establishment plan in place after the project is completed for the WCC
Project. An aesthetics landscape master plan is in place as part of that project, which consists of
eucalyptus and jacarandas.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G19

Comment PC-G19-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G20

Comment PC-G20-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G21

Comment PC-G21-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G22

Comment PC-G22-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G23

Comment PC-G23-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G24

Comment PC-G24-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G25

Comment PC-G25-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G26

Comment PC-G26-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G27

Comment PC-G27-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G28

Comment PC-G28-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G29

Comment PC-G29-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G30

Comentario PC-G30-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacién de la autopista de San
Diego (1-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccidn de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G30

Comment PC-G30-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G31

Comment PC-G31-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G32

Comment PC-G32-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G33

Comment PC-G33-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

All reasonable and feasible noise abatement will be constructed, as described in Section 3.2.7 of
the Final EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement Decision Report. Air quality Measures AQ-1
through AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6, will avoid and/or minimize all construction-related
air quality effects. As described in Section 3.2.6, emissions will be reduced under all of the build
alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse project-
related air quality effects were identified. Please see Common Responses — Noise/Noise Analysis
and Air Quality.

The 1-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a
major change because 1-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway
widening near a home. Please see Common Response — Property Values.
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Comment PC-G33-2

The discussion in the table generally reflects the highlights as it relates to the goals and
objectives of the plans. The reader would have to read the applicable sections to understand the
project as a whole, as project effects on the quality of life are dependent on the reader. For
example, the substantial reduction in travel times reported for the build alternative would be an
improvement in the quality of life for the 455,000 and 512,000 Average Annual Daily Traffic
between SR-22 and 1-605 in 2020 and 2040, respectively. Everybody can find something they do
not like about the project, but as described in Response to Comment PC-G33-1, Caltrans and
OCTA have made an honest effort to reduce impacts to quality of life based on the public
comments received from the cities and residents in the corridor cities; however, it should be
noted that the addition of capacity does not induce travel, but it does draw trips diverted by
congestion back to the freeway.

Air quality was analyzed at both the project level and regional level. Noise was specifically
analyzed at the representative receptors shown on the plans in Appendix N. Project-related
construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail in the project
Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Sections 3.2.6 and 3.2.7,
project-related emission and noise levels associated with the Preferred Alternative would be less
than the future No Build Alternative.

Please see Common Response — Air Quality, Health Risks, and Noise/Noise Analysis.

Comment PC-G33-3

The localized analysis is included and required. The localized analysis is referred to as the
“Local-Project Level Analysis” in Section 3.2.6, and includes CO and PM hot-spot analysis and
MSAT analysis. Please see Common Responses — Air Quality and Health Risks.

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line regarding the
referenced traffic jam at the Los Angeles County line.

Comment PC-G33-4

Traffic noise analysis has been conducted according to State and federal guidelines as outlined in
Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol. The results of the Noise Study Report show that the
future predicted peak-hour traffic noise levels in this area of Seal Beach would increase by zero
to 2 dB.

Traffic noise impacts are considered to occur at receiver locations where predicted design-year
traffic noise levels are at least 12 dB greater than existing noise levels, or where predicted design
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year traffic noise levels approach or exceed the NAC for applicable activity categories.
Typically, a 12-dB increase is for projects where a new freeway is planned. Noise increase due to
the proposed project will be much less than 12 dB because doubling the traffic volumes would
only increase noise levels by 3 dB.

If existing noise levels are high, traffic noise impacts can occur even when there is no project-
related increase in noise. Existing soundwalls can only be replaced by higher soundwalls if an
additional 5-dB noise reduction could be achieved. The current maximum preferred height for
soundwalls in California is 16 ft due to seismic issues; however, the soundwall that protects
residences along Almond Avenue in Seal Beach would be replaced at the original 18-ft height
due to the policy of in-kind replacement.

Soundwalls have a “diminishing margin of return” once the line-of-sight to major sources of
traffic noise have been cut or blocked, which include, but are not limited to, tire, engine, and
truck stack exhaust noise. The insertion loss for barriers does not follow a linear trend in
reducing noise levels once the line-of-sight is removed from the tallest noise source, which for
traffic noise is the exhaust from truck stacks, which are approximately 12 ft from ground level.
Even if the wall could be replaced with a wall taller than the original, the insertion loss would
still be less than the required 5-dB insertion needed to attain acoustic feasibility according to
Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol. In fact, adding 12 ft in height to the existing 18-ft-tall
soundwall would still not lower noise levels by an additional 5 dB.

The vehicle speeds used in the traffic noise analysis assumed that both directions of 1-405 would
be traveling at free-flow speeds. This assures that the predicted traffic noise levels will reflect the
worst-case scenario for the peak-hour traffic noise level.

Please also see Common Responses — Almond Avenue Soundwall and Noise/Noise Analysis.
Please see Response to Comment PC-G33-3 and Common Response — Air Quality.

Comment PC-G33-5
Please see Response to Comment PC-G33-1.

Comment PC-G33-6
Please see Response to Comment PC-G33-1.

Comment PC-G33-7

The Draft EIR/EIS, including specialized technical studies (see Appendix F for a complete list),
represents a comprehensive analysis of the potential temporary and permanent environmental
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effects of the proposed build alternatives on the environment. Sections 3.1.4, 3.1.6, 3.2.6, and
3.2.7, as well as the Community Impact Assessment, Air Quality Technical Study, and Noise
Study Report, are a comprehensive evaluation of many of the quality of life issues you discuss in
your comment. Additionally, as discussed in Response to Comment PC-G33-1, Caltrans and
OCTA have made modifications to the build alternatives to further address some of the quality of
life issues voiced by you, the corridor cities, and communities and residents, as described in
Chapter 2 of the Final EIR/EIS.

The proposed project is subject to federal, as well as State, environmental review requirements.
Caltrans, as assigned by FHWA, has prepared this joint Draft EIR/EIS in compliance with
CEQA and NEPA. Caltrans is the Lead Agency for compliance with CEQA and NEPA. Please
see Common Response — Insufficient Environmental Document/Mitigation Measures.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G34

Comment PC-G34-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

It appears that this comment pertains to construction of the WCC Project; therefore, please direct
your comment to the OCTA Community Relations Office (550 South Main Street, Orange, CA,
714-560-5376).

The 1-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a
major change because 1-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway
widening near a home. Please see Common Response — Property Values.

Comment PC-G34-2

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-G34-3

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.
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Comment PC-G34-4
Please see Responses to Comments PC-G34-1 through PC-G34-3 above.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G35

Comment PC-G35-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Project-related construction and operational air quality effects were analyzed in detail in the
project Air Quality Technical Study. As described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, project-
related emission levels associated with the build alternatives would be less than the future No
Build Alternative. Please see Common Response — Air Quality.

Alternatives with both LRT and BRT are included in Section 2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but
Eliminated from Consideration, of the Draft EIR/EIS. LRT was considered in four such
alternatives, and BRT was considered in two such alternatives. For a graphic summary of those
alternatives, see Figure 2-39 of the Draft EIR/EIS. BRT and LRT in the project corridor would
not be feasible or reasonable without extensions and connections north and south of the project
limits. Please also see Common Response — Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G36

Comment PC-G36-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G37

Comment PC-G37-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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As discussed in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR/EIS, on July 31, 2007, Caltrans approved a Project
Study Report for a separate project (EA 0J440K) to provide continuous ingress and egress from
the HOV lanes on the entire length of 1-405 in Orange County. This separate project has not yet
been programmed or funded; however, the proposed continuous access would be implemented as
part of Alternatives 1 and 2 for the segment of 1-405 between Euclid Street and 1-605. Transit
vehicles and HOV2+ would continue to be eligible to utilize the HOV lanes.

Continuous access is not compatible with Alternative 3.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G38

Comment PC-G38-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

The population and employment forecasts used for traffic forecasting are approved by SCAG.
Because of the recent economic recession, there has been a significant reduction in traffic
volumes throughout the region. Caltrans published traffic data for 1-405 shows a reduction in
daily traffic of approximately 20 percent between 2005 and 2009 for the freeway segment south
of Euclid Street.

Because the business cycle is largely unpredictable, traffic forecasts are prepared independent of
the business cycle. The traffic forecasts for year 2020 and 2040 are based on the population and
employment forecasts for those years. The percent growth in traffic between 2009 and
2020/2040 seems high only in the context of reduced traffic volumes caused by the recession.
With the economy expected to rebound in the future, traffic volumes are expected to quickly
reach pre-recession levels and increase further as projected.

A comparison of pre-recession traffic data (year 2005) to forecast volumes shows annual growth
rates of 1.0 to 1.5 percent from 2005 to 2040 and annual rates of 1.1 percent or less from 2020 to
2040, consistent with the referenced City forecasts.

Comment PC-G38-2

Net migration from the entire state of California must be broken down to more localized
population shifts for use in forecasting travel along the 16 miles of 1-405 in the project corridor.
The population and employment forecasts for the communities along the corridor and for Orange
County as a whole are presented in Tables 1-7 and 1-8 on page 1-11 of the Draft EIR/EIS. The
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tables show that population and employment in the corridor communities and Orange County as
a whole are forecast to increase substantially through year 2040. For example, Orange County
employment is anticipated to increase by 24 percent from 2005 (when employment is 1,615,936)
and 2040 (when employment is 2,003,798). Please see Response to Comment PC-G38-1.

Comment PC-G38-3
Please see Response to Comments PC-G38-1 and PC-G38-2.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G39

Comment PC-G39-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G40

Comment PC-G40-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G41

Comment PC-G41-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G42

Comment PC-G42-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G43

Comment PC-G43-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G44

Comment PC-G44-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G45

Comentario PC-G45-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacion de la autopista de San
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccion de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G45

Comentario PC-G45-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G46

Comentario PC-G46-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacion de la autopista de San
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccion de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G46

Comment PC-G46-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G47

Comentario PC-G47-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacion de la autopista de San
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccion de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G47

Comment PC-G47-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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Response to Comment Letter PC-G48

Comment PC-G48-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G49

Comentario PC-G49-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacion de la autopista de San
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccion de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G49

Comment PC-G49-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-G50

Comentario PC-G50-1

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaria agradecerle por
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliacion de la autopista de San
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de seleccion de la “Alternative
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificara en la direccion proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo.

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-G50

Comment PC-G50-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G51

Comment PC-G51-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

With respect to the population and employment forecasts upon which the traffic forecasts are
based, please see Response to Comment PC-G38-1.

Comment PC-G51-2

The build alternatives are all forecast to reduce congestion on 1-405. This will encourage more
drivers to stay on 1-405 rather than divert to local streets as a result of freeway congestion. With
respect to health problems, please see Common Response — Health Risks.

Comment PC-G51-3
Please see Common Response — Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G52

Comment PC-G52-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G53

Comment PC-G53-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
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your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G54

Comment PC-G54-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G55

Comment PC-G55-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. As stated in the EIR/EIS, no full
acquisitions of residential properties are anticipated.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G56

Comment PC-G56-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G57

Comment PC-G57-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS in
Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G58

Comment PC-G58-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment
PC-G56-1.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G59

Comment PC-G59-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment
PC-G56-1.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G60

Comment PC-G60-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G61

Comment PC-G61-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G62

Comment PC-G62-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response —
Preferred Alternative Identification.

Renewed Measure M was passed by the voters of Orange County, and the proposed project was
included in that measure. For additional information, please see Common Response — Measure
M Funding.

Comment PC-G62-2

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses — Almond Avenue Soundwall.

Comment PC-G62-3

Alternatives M3, M9, M10, M11, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as
part of the 1-405 MIS (2003-2006), included project components similar to what you are
recommending within your comment. These alternatives were not considered viable alternatives
for further consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose and are substantially
more expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of Alternatives M3, M9, M10,
M11, M12, and M13 in Section 2.7). Please also see Common Response — Elimination of LRT
and BRT Alternatives.

Comment PC-G62-4

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common
Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Response to Comment Letter PC-G63

Comment PC-G63-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the 1-405
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.
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